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Newly submitted claims 1-4, 6-10, 12 and 14-19 are directed 
to an invention that is independent or distinct from the 
invention originally claimed for the following reasons: The 
claims currently directed to a shaped article are patentably 
distinct from the composition claims as previously cited. These 
claims are related to the originally filed claims as an 
intermediate final product relationship. The composition and the 
shaped article are seen to be mutually exclusive species in an 
intermediate final product relationship. Distinctness is proven 
for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 
3rd paragraph) , and the species are patentably distinct (MPEP 
§ 806.04(h)). m the instant case, the intermediate product is 
deemed to be useful as an adhesive or an article for an 
automotive application such as a trim piece and the inventions 
are deemed patentably distinct since there is nothing on this 
record to show them to be obvious variants. Should applicant 
traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such 
evidence now of record showing the species to be obvious variants 
or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. m either 
instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated 
by the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a 
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rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

The previously presented method claims are patentably 
distinct from the instantly presented method of manufacturing 
claims as being mutually exclusive species. This is to say that 
the manufacturing of articles for food, contact or medical 
applications is a mutually exclusive specie of invention with 
respect to a method of manufacturing shaped articles for 
automotive applications. There is nothing of record to show 
these species to be obvious variants and to the contrary 
applicant specifically argues that the manufacturing of articles 
for food, contact or medical applications is patentably distinct 
from a method of manufacturing a shaped article which is not 
directed to such articles. As such, the instantly presented 
species are seen to be mutually exclusive and patentably distinct 
from those as previously presented. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the 
originally presented invention, this invention has been 
constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution 
on the merits. Accordingly, claims 1-4, 6-10, 12 and 14-19 are 
withdrawn from consideration as being directed to a non-elected 
. invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 

The reply filed on 9/16/04 is not fully responsive to the 
prior Office action because of the following omission (s) or 
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matter(s) , The cancellation of the claims directed to the 
invention as elected by original presentation as cited supra. 
See 37 CFR l.m. since the above - m entioned reply appears to be 
bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS 
from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within 
which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid 
abandonment. Extensions of this time period may be granted under 
37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or M rii Pr 

can normally be reached during regular business hours eXamiMr 
The fax telephone number for this group is (703) 872-9306. 
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